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THE 



P r e f a c e. 



THAT Controverfies about Forms oi Ecdefiajlical Difciplitu^ concern 
not the EJfmiials of Religion, but that Good Men may be of vari- 
ous Sentiments about them ; Salva Fide, et Caritate, is readily acknowl- 
edged. Neverthelefs, there ought to be a fmgular Regard unto Truths 
of this Nature, by us in Ntw-England, above what may be affirmed of 
Men in any other Part of the World, fmce our Fathers were Perfecuted 
out of their Native Land, and fain to fly into the Wildernefs, for their 
Teflimony thereunto : great were the Difficulties and Temptations, and 
Straits, which they for fome time conflicted [ii] with, and all upon no 
other Account, but that fo they might enjoy 2ipure Difcipline and Church 
Jlate^ exaftly conformable to the Mind of Chrifl, revealed in the Holy 
Scriptures. On which Account, for their Pofterity to depart from what 
their Fathers have with fo much Cleamefs of Scripture Light, taught 
and pra6lifed, and confirmed with fo great Sufferings ; mufl. needs be a 
greater Sin and Provocation to the Eyes of his Glory, than may be 
faid of any other People on the Face of the Earth. 

Concerning Forms of Church-Government, befldes thofe of the Congre- 
gational Way, there have been efpecially two Pretenders to a Divine 
Right, viz. thofe that plead for the Epifcopal, and thofe that are for the 
Presbyterian Difcipline. In the famous Treaty at Uxhridge between 
eminent Divines of both Perfuafions, after ihey had been for fome time 
arguing the Matter, the Marquifs of Hertford fpoke to this Effe6t ; (a) 
My Lords, (faid he) here is much faid concerning Church-Government in 
[iii] general; the Reverend Divines on the Kings Part affirm, that Epifco- 

(a) Sir B. Whitlock*s Memorials, /. 123. 



pacy is Jure Divino ; M^ Reverend Miniflers on the other Fart do affirm^ 
that Presbytery is Jure Divino ; for my part^ I think that fieither of them, 
nor any other Form is Jure Divino, and therefore defire we may hear no 
more about that Controvetfy, I could eafily fay as that Noble Lord did, 
as to the two contending Parties, without concurring in his general 
Negative. I have been told, that the admirably Learned Dr. Fridetix, 
(once Regius Frofeffor in Oxford^ and a great Ornament to that Univer- 
fity) being asked what Form of Church-Government he thought was of 
Divine Inftitution, replied, that he fuppofed that no particular Form 
was yure Divino ; but if any were fo, it was that which Congregational 
Men made a Profeflion of. The Proteftant Churches in Helvetia^ have 
no Ecclefiaftical Difcipline ; but if any Members of {b) their Churches 
fall into Scandals, they turn them over to the Civil Magiftrate to difci- 
pline them. But fo [iv] much has been written by the Learned Mr. Robert 
Farker^ {b) to prove that there is a Form of Church-Government of 
Divine Inftitution, as I think cannot be anfwered, and the famous Mr. 
George Gillefpy {d) has abundantly confuted Eraflianifme, 

It has been injurious to thofe of the Congregational Perfuafion, that 
the Name of Brownifls has been undefervedly impofed upon them, from 
whom they differ effentially. The Brownifls make the Community to 
be Rulers ; whereas thofe of the Congregational Difcipline, although 
they believe that Friviiedge, and in that refpe6l Fower belongs to the 
Fraternity, yet that Rule and Government is peculiar to the Presby- 
tery ; and that there cannot be a Valid Church A61 without the Con- 
fent of the Brotherhood, nor without the Concurrence of the Elder- 
(hip, in an Organick Church. Brownifls difown all Churches befides 
their own, renouncing all the Parifh Churches in [v] England, and the 
Reformed Churches in other Nations alfo, as no true Churches of 

{b) Ttgurine Liturgy, p, 133. 

(c) De Poliifia Ecclefiajlica, L. I. Cap, 10 15. et Lib, 2, C. 42. 44. 

(d) AaroiCs Rod blojjbming. 
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Chrift. It deferves a Remark, that Robert Brown ^ the Father of thofe 
called (e) Brownijls^ after he had maintained, that there was no Church 
in England^ did himfelf become a Conformift, and Parfon of a Parilh 
in Northampionjhire^ called A Church, Congregation alifts are of an- 
other Spirit and Principle. They are the genuine Pofterity of the good 
Old Puritan Nonconformijls. There was long fmce an admirable little 
Book, (little in bulk, but great in worth) Printed with that Title, Puritan- 
i/tnus AngiicanuSy which Dr. Ames has honoured with a Preface, whence 
he has been fuppofed to be the Compofer of it But a Learned (/) 
Profeffor in the Univerfity of Leyden, has informed us, that not Dr. 
AmeSy but Mr. BradJhaWy an Eminent Nonconformift Minifter, (whofe 
Life has been written by Learned Mr. Gataker, and publifhed by Mr. 
Clark) was the Author of that Judici[\a]ous Script. It is perfeft Congre- 
gationali/m. The Principles of thofe, who are for the Congregational 
Difcipline, are fuch as thefe. i. That a Particular Church, as to the 
Matter of it, ought to confift of fuch as are in the Judgment of rational 
Charity, Saints, and faithful Brethren in Chrift. Of fuch were the 
Churches planted by the Apoftles. 2. That the Form of a Church, or 
that which does effentiate and diflinguifh it from all other Societies, is 
a Covenant or Agreement to walk together in the Obfervation of all the 
Ordinances of the Lord Jefus Chrift ; which Covenant, tho' only im- 
plicit, gives Being to a Church ; neverthelefs, that an explicit Covenant 
is moft eligible. 3. That a Particular Church, has Power given to them 
from the Lord Chrift, to Choofe their own Officers, viz, Paftors, Teach- 
ers, Ruling-Elders,. and Deacons. 4. The Effence of a Minifter's Call 
to the Paftoral Office, is in a mutual Ele6tion. They are for the Im- 
pofition of the Hands of the Presbytery in Ordination. Neverthelefs, 
they look not on that as effential, but as adiaphorus. [vii] In which they 
agree with fome Eminent Divines of the Presbyterian Judgment, partic- 

(e) Pagit Harefiography . p, 67. 

(f) Hornbeck Epift, ad Durium. p, 27. 
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ularly with Mr. GilU/py, (g) nay with the general Kirk Affembly in 
Scotland^ as whoever (hall confult Mr. Calderwood^ (h) will find it often 
afferted. 5. That a Particular Church being fumilhed with Elders, at 
leaft with a Teaching Elder, has full Power to exercife Difcipline within 
it felf, without depending on any other Superiour Jurifdiftion. The 
famous Mr. Paul Baine (i) affirms, particular Churches are equal and 
indepmdent on one another. He is (fo far as I underftand) the firft 
AVriter by whom that Term has been ufed. It is very unreafonable, 
that for this. Congregational Men (hould be Nick.named Independents, 
A late Author, who is not of that AVay, but a Conformift, (k) fays, That in 
the Primitive [viii] Times every Particular Church was Independent, h. e. 
that it had a fufficient Right and Power in it felf to punifh all its Delin- 
quents, without the Concurretice of other Churches, There is then no 
Reafon why fuch as are for the Congregational Difcipline, (hould be 
reproachfully called Independents. Our New-England Platform of 
Church Difcipline diflikes that Name. Mr. Hooker (/) thinks it was 
from the Subtilty of Satan, to fix that Name upon thofe that profefTed 
the Truth ; that fo the Truth it felf might be made naufeous and dif- 
taflful. Mr. ^ohn Beverley (m) complains of it. Thofe famous Apolo- 
gifts. Dr. Goodwin, Mr. JVye, Mr. Simpfon, Mr. Burroughs, Mr. Bridge, 
(who have been efteemed Pillars amongft thofe of that Way,) publickly 
and folemnly declared, lyiat it was a Maxim to he abhorred, that afingU 
Society of Men, pretending to be endowed with a Power from Chrifi, to 
judge them of the fame Body,fhould arrogate to themf elves an Exemption 
from [ix] giving an Account, or being Cenfurable of any other, either Chrif 
tian Magiflrate, or Neighbour Churches. So far (fay they) was our yudg- 

(g) Engiijh Popijk Ceremonies, p. 285. 

(h) Hiftory of Church of Scotland, p. 26, 383, 418, 425 : (i) Diocefens Trial 

(k) Enquiry concerning the Difcipline of the Primitive Churches, fuppofed to be writ- 
ten by Mr. King, Chap, 8. /. 39. 

(1) Survey, part 2. Chap, 3. (m) Unio Reformantium, 



tnmtfrom that Independent Libertyy which has been imputed to us. 6. As 
all Proteftant Writers of Note {Grotius only excepted) approve of the 
Neceflity and Ufefulnefs of Ecclefiaftical Councils, fo do thofe of the 
Congregational Difcipline. It has ever been their declared Judgment, 
that when there is Want of either Light or Peace in a Particular Church, 
it is their Duty to ask for Council, with which Neighbour Churches 
Ought to affift by fending their Elders, and other Meffengers, to advife 
and help them in their Difficulties. And that in Momentous Matters 
of common Concernment, Particular Churches (hould proceed with the 
Concurrence of Neighbour Churches. So in the Ordination of a Paf- 
tor, much more in the depofing of one. Thus it has ever been in the 
Churches of New-England, And fo it was in the more Primitive Times 
of Chriftianity, when the People had Chofen a Paftor, they defired 
Neighbour Paftors to Concur [x] in his Ordination. When («) Alexander 
was Chofen a Bilhop or Paftor at J^eru/alem^ it was with the Concur- 
rence of the Neighbours. Cyprian {o) fays, that when Cornelius was 
Ordained, it was the Approbation of Sixteen Paftors. So when any 
Church had fufficient Caufe to depofe a Paftor, they would not do it 
without the Advice of a Council. When Paulus Samojetanus (J>) was 
depofed for his Haeretical Opinions, it was with the Concurrence of a 
Council, which met at Antioehy about that Affair. When Privatus the 
Biftiop of Lambefe (q) was depofed, it was with the Advice of many 
other Paftors. 

But if thofe of the Congregational Difcipline are fo well afie6ted to 
Councils, what then is the Difference between a Presbyterian and Con- 
gregational Man ? Truly, a moderate Presbyterian and a folid Congre- 
gational Man differ fo little, as that 'tis Pity they [xi] ftiou'd differ at all. 
My Deareft Brother Samuel Mather (whofe Succeffor I am here in 
Bojlon^ he having been the firft that preached the Gofpel to that Church 

(n) Eufeb. Lib, 6. Cap, ii. (o) Epift, 52. 

(p) Eufdi, Lib, 7. Cap, 30. (q) Cyprian, Epiji. 55. 
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unto which I have been related for more than fifty years, and after his 
Removal from New-England^ became the Paflor of a Congregational 
Church in Dublin^ where alfo he was fucceeded by another Brother, 
the well-known Nathaniel Mather) wrote an Irenkutn^ in which he 
makes it evident, that the Difference among the Brethren of thofe two 
Perfuafions, is inconfiderable. A principal is, that Presbyterians fup- 
pofe that Synods have a yuridical Power, that they have Authority to 
Cenfure Erring Churches, and if obflinate, to deliver them to Satan. 
But thofe of the Congregational Perfuafion, think, that fuch Authority 
belongs only to a Particular Church, and that Synods cannot proceed 
any further than to a Sentence of Non communion. Surely, notwithfland- 
ing this Difference, they may be United Brethren, And bleffed be God, 
that in London they are fo. I can refledt on it with Joy, that [xii] when 
Providence ordered my Sojourning among them for years, I was not 
wanting to do my Part towards that Union. Mr, Rutherford declared, 
that if thofe of the Congregational Way, would come up to Mr. Cotton^ 
in his Keys of the Kingdom, he would meet them half way : The truth 
is, there is a greater agreement in many things between the Presby- 
terians in Scotland, and the Congregational Men in New-England, than 
with them and fome others that go under the Name of Presbyterians. 
Particularly, in that they do not make the EiTence of a Miniflers Call 
to be in that Rite of Impofition of Hands, but in the £le(5lion of the 
People, and in that their Ruling Elders are Chofen for term of Life. 
Alfo in Scotland they greatly approve of Reading the Scriptures in 
Publick Congregations, but not of a fdent Reading, without any Elxpo- 
fition. They generally fay with their famous Didoclavius, (alias Colder- 
wood) Non probo leHionem fine interpretation; and with Auflin, who 
fays, quare Legitur fi fdebitur, quare auditur fi non exponitur. Nor do 
their Miniflers ufe to Conclude their [xiii] Prayers, with the Lord's Prayer 
as many other Presbyterians, as well as Epifcopalians commonly do. 
But for Miniflers to pretend to a Negative Voice in Synods, or for 
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Councils to take upon them to determine what Elders or Meflengers 
a Church fhall fubmit unto, without the Choice of the Church con- 
cerned ; or for Minifters to pretend to be Members of a Council with- 
out any Miflion from their Churches, nay, altho* the Church declares 
that they will not fend them ; is Prdatica!^ and eflentially differing not 
only from Congregational, but from Presbyterian Principles. And now 
that I am going out of the World, I could not die in Peace, if I did not 
difcharge my Confcience in bearing Witnefs againft fuch Innovations, 
and Invafions on the Rights, and Liberties belonging to Particular Con- 
gregations of Chrift. 

Notwithflanding, the Churches of New-England were Planted a 
Noble Vine, wholly a right Seed, if now there is a vifible Degeneracy 
or Declenfion as to the Power of Godlinefs^ and fo as to Difcipline^ it is 
not to be wondered at Primitive Purity has rarely [xiv] continued for 
more than one Generation. The famous Hiftorian (r) (who has by 
fome been called the Father of Ecclefiaftical Hiftorians) has recorded 
a Saying oi Hegefippus^ that while the Apojlles were Irving^ the Church 
remained a Virgin ; hut when they were removed by Deaths ^twas foon 
corrupted. How clear is it in the Scripture, that in the Apoflle's Days, 
there were more Paftors or Bifhops than one in a Particular Congrega- 
tional Church. A^s 14. 23. So in the Church iX'Ephefus. AHs 20. 
17, 28. And in the Church at Philippi, Ch. i. i. And in the Church 
at Theffaionica. i Thef. 5. 12. And in the Church at Colofs, there was 
Epaphras^ Archippus, and Philemon, Clemens Romanus (the fame that 
is mentioned, Phil. 4. 3. when there had been a fcandalous Schifm in 
the Church at Corinth^ one or two chief Brethren having drawn a great 
Party with them, fo as that they raftily and unjuftly depofed their Offi- 
cers ; he wrote a very grave Epiftle to that Church, in which he fpeaks 
of more Elders or Bifhops (for [xv] with him an Elder and a Bijhop are 
the same) that were among them. This Epiftle of Clement to the Church 

(r) Eufebius. L, 3. C, 32. 
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at Corinth^ is fuppofed to be written fourty years after the ApoftJe 
Paul's Epiftle to them. But in the next Age to the Apoftles, no more 
than one Paflor or Biihop might be in one Church. This we fee in 
the Epiftles of Ignatius^ in the Age next following the Apoftles. And 
in the Age after that, Cyprian (/) fays, Unus in Ecdefia Sacerdos. Ter- 
iuUian faid as much before him. When Aujlin (u) was grown old, and 
under Infirmities of Age, his Church defired that Eradius might be his 
AfTiftant in the Epifcopal Office, but Aujlin would not confent to his 
Ordination, although his Church did earneftly defire it. He obje6led, 
that for two Bifhops to be at once in the fame Church, was contrary to 
a Decree of the Nicene Council, Valerius the Biihop of Hippo defired, 
that Aujlin might be a joynt [xvi] Bifhop with him. There was great Dif- 
ficulty in obtaining his Ordination under the fame Pretence, that there 
might not be above one Bifhop, or Paftor in the fame Church. Thus 
apt are men, yea, and Councils, to make Decrees that Chrift never 
made. And many other Corruptions immediately after the Apoftolical 
Times, crept into the Church. Particularly, the Obfervance oi Eajler^ 
with what hot Contentions whether it fhould be exa6lly fourteen Dayes 
after the New Moon, (after the yewifli Mode) or on the Lord's-Day 
after. Whereas the Ecclefiaftical Hiftorian Socrates ingenioufly owns 
the Truth, that there was* no Precept for the Obfervation of that time 
as holy, either on the one of thofe days, or on the other. Which is 
alfo confirmed by Ireneus, Likewife Exorcifing, Signing with the Crofs 
in Baptifm, Un6lion after Baptifm, and the giving Milk and Honey, 
were early Superftitions, corrupting the Purity of Divine Inftitutions. 

I am troubled that I fhould differ from fo many of the prefent Minifters 
in Netv-Englandy or rather that [xvii] they differ from me. For I fully 
concurr with our Platform of Church-Dijcipline, believing that it is (as 
in the Title Page is exprti^td) gathered out of the Word of God, I wifh 
all the Minifters in New England could fay the fame. I likewife con- 

(t) Ubifupra, {o) See AuftinV Life written by Mr, King. /. 485, 492. 
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curr with the two Synods Convened at Bo/ion^ both that in 1662, and 
that in 1679. That Vindication of the Order of the Gofpel^ which I 
wrote Sixteen Years fince, had the Approbation of the two moft Ancient 
Miniflers then Living among us, viz. the Reverend Mr. Higginfon^ and 
Mr. Hubbard, who when they were juft leaving the World, were pleafed 
to give a greater Character of that Book, than any thing of mine de- 
ferved, and to commend it to the Perufal and Acceptance of the 
Churches. The Miniflers of the Firft Generation, who were the Firjl 
Planters of Churches in this Part of the World, are all of them gathered 
to their Fathers. So are many of the Second Generation. I am now 
the Eldeft in this Province. It may in refpedl of my Age (being in my 
Seventy Eighth Year) become me to give a [xviii] Word of Advice to 
Younger Miniflers, efpecially confidering, that I have been in a peculiar 
Refpedl, a Father to many of them, viz. in that they were under my 
Infpe<5tion at the College, when for many years, I prefided over that 
Society. 

Children, that which I would fay to you, is, that confidering your 
Fathers came into this Wildernefs, purely on the Account of Ecclefiafli- 
cal Difcipline, and that in Matters relating to Church Order and Gov- 
ernment, they might pra6life all, and nothing more, than what there 
is Scripture- Warrant for ; and that fo they might affert the Authority 
of the Second Commandment, and fully obferve it ; therefore do you 
Labour to be well Studied in that Subjedl. And let me advife you 
to obtain (if pofTibly you can) the Books written by Mr. (a/) Cotton, 
Mr. (x) Hooker, Mr. {y) Norton, on thofe Controverfies, alfo [xix] what 
has been publifhed by Dr. Goodwin, Dr Owen, and by that Man of 
incomparable Reading and Learning, the Venerable {£) Robert Parker, 

(w) Keys oftke JCingdom, and Holinefs of Church-Members. 

(jf) Survey of Church- Difcipline. 

(y) Refponf. ad Apoll. («) De Politeia Ecclefiafiiceu 



12 



In the fubfequent DifquifUion^ the Reader will not find any thing of 
Satyr, or indecent Refle6tion on the Brethren, whofe Notions are not the 
fame with mine. I have endeavoured to confirm what I affert with Scrip- 
ture, and with Arguments, and the Authority of Eminent Divines, both 
Ancient and Modern. Aged Parens, when he had finished his Catechifm, 
faid, (as old Simeon did) Lord, no7V lettejl thou thy Servant depart in Peace, 
Methinks, I can heartily fay fo too. Having done this Service for the 
Churches in New-England, I am apt to think, that I have now finifhed 
my Teftimony, and that my Work in this World is done. 

In thofe Regions of Light and Love, which are Above, there is 
[xx] more Knowledge gained in one Day, than can be attained unto in 
an whole Age by Reading, and hard Study, whilft on Earth. There do I 
long to be. The Lord haflen my being among the Spirits of Jufl Men 
made Perfect. Anien t Evenfo, Come Lord ye/us, Come quickly, 

Bojlon, OHoher 30. 
1716. 
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DISQUISITION 

Concerning 

Ecclefiaftical Councils. 

AN EccUfiaJlical Council^ or Synod, is a Convention of duly qualified 
Perfons, called to Confult, and judge about Affairs, in which 
Churches, one or more are concerned. There have been great Difputes 
on that Queflion, Who has Poiaer to Convoke a Synod? Whether it 
belongs to Magiflrates, or to Pallors. I (hall not infifl upon that En- 
quiry, only fay, that if we keep to Scripture, Churches have this Power 
Belonging to them. There have likewife been fome who have decried 
ail EccUfiaJlical Councils as ufelefs, [2] nay, pernicious ; and as having 
always done hurt to the Intereft of Religion. Nazianzais {a) Ex- 
preflions Concerning this, are famoufly known. Bellarmine Charges 
Luther with being of that Opinion, but he wrongs him. If Luther 
was againft all Councils, why does Bellarmine complain of his being 
Prefident of a Council, Convened at Wittenberg^ in the Year 1536. in 
which there were (as he fays) Three Hundred Pajlors, I know not of 
one Proteftant Writer of any Fame, that diflikes all Synods, Grotius only 
Excepted : It cannot be denied, but that the greateft part of Ecclefiafti- 
cal Convocations, have done more againft the Truth then for it, as any 
man that Confults Aljleds Chronology of Councils, will eafily perceive. 
But this has proceeded not from the nature of Councils, but from the 

(a) in Epijl, ad Procopium. (b) in ChronoL Cap. 36. 

3 
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faultinefs of the Perfons, of whom they were Conflituted. The greateft 
part of Magiftrates, and of Miniiflers, and of Profeffed Chriftians have 
been Erroneous and Vicious. This [3] ought not to prejudice Men 
againft Magiftracy, and Miniftry, and Chriftianity. The fame is to be 
affirmed of Synods, of which alfo there have been more than a few that 
have been bleffed for the Suppreffion of Errors, and Eflablifhment of 
the Churches in the Truth. Several Particular and Provincial Synods 
have given a faithful Teflimony againft Errors, both in Judgment and 
Practice. AVriters inform us, that (r( Thefirjl EccUfiaJlical Council^ after 
that held at yerufaleni^ was in the year 180. in which the Herefy of 
Montanus, and his Followers was Condemned. There was a Synod in 
Arabia, A. D, 240. In which Origen was the Prefident. This Synod 
Condemned Soul-fleepers. That in Arabia^ A. D. 260. did good Ser- 
vice for the Churches, iu Refuting and Condemning the Haerefies of 
Paul of Samo/atay and the Pan/inites, as they were Called. And the 
four Oecuminical Councils (altho* as Calvin^ and many others have 
obferved( we cannot fay that any one of them was [4] altogether free 
from Error in fome leffer points, were blefled for the Suppreffing of the 
Haerefies, which did infeft the Church in thofe Ages. The Nicene 
Synod, in which there were 318 BiJIiops, or Pajlors^ befides a numerous 
Company of Elders, and others whom the Emperour himfelf, the great 
Conjlantine honoured with his Prefence, Condemned the Herefy of 
Arius, This has been Efteemed.the moft Celebrious Synod that ever 
was in the World. 2. The firft General Council at Conjlantinople^ in 
which there were an hundred and fifty Paftors, Condemned the Herefy 
of Macedonius. 3. In the great Ephefine Synod, there were two hun- 
dred Paftors, in which the Herefy of Nejlorius^ who maintained that 
Chrift is two Perfons, was Condemned. This Synod Convened, A. D, 
431. In this very City of EphefuSj there was another Synod, though not 
general one) held but nineteen years after the firft ; in which an He- 

(c) Eachard, Ecdef. Hijlory^ p. 343. 
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retical Error on the other Extream was Eftablilhed, and feveral Members 
of the Synod Compelled by Tortures to Subfcribe the Decrees of the 
Majority. In [5] fo fhort a time have Synods in the fame place, greatly 
varied from one another. 4. In the General Synod at Chalcedon^ A. D, 
451. there was 630 Paflors, befides Presbyters and Laymen, as they are 
called : This Synod was of great ufe in Confuting and Condemning the 
Herefy of Entyches^ who held that there was but one Nature belonging 
to our Saviour Chrift; it appears by thefe mentioned, that notwithftand- 
ing Councils are not infallible, neverthelefs, they have been very helpful 
to difcover the Truth, and fettle the Churches in the profeflion of it. 
They are neceffary, tho' not abfolutely to the Beings yet to the Well- 
being of Churches. I have faid nothing of the Synods which have been 
among the Reformed^ in thefe latter Ages, in France and Holland^ and in 
other Countries, by fome of which the Intereft of the true Religion has 
been a great gainer. It has been Obje6led by fome, Where have we an 
Injlitution for Synods ? We anfwer, that the Light of Nature dire6ls 
unto it : Flus vident Oculi, quam Oculus. Many Eyes fee more than 
one. The Scripture fays, Where no Counfel is the [6] Feoplefall^ but in 
the multitude of Counfellors there isfafety. Prov. 11. 14. And therefore 
they that are wife, will in their difficulties ask for Counfel. 2 Sam. 20. 
18. T7iey were wont to fpeak in old time, fay ing^ they fJiall furely ask 
Counfel at Abel ; and fo they ended the Matter. Moreover, we have 
Scripture Example for a Synod. The Church in Antioch, and that at 
y^erufalem^ under the Condudt of the Apoflles, Convened in order to 
Confulting on a Queftion, which was of common Concernment to them. 
Dr Owen (d) therefore rightly obferves, That Synods are Confecrated to 
the ufe of the Church in all Ages, by the Example of the Apoflles, in their 
guidance of the firfl Churches of yavs and Gentiles, which had the force 
of a Divine Inflitution, as being by them under the ConduH of the Holy 
Spirit, 

(d) 0/ Go/pel Churches, p. 252. 
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Thefe things being preraifed, I proceed to what I have principally 
defigned in this Difquifition. There are two Problems relating to Ec- 
clefiaJlUal Councils^ which I have been defired to Exprefs my Thoughts 
and Judgment con[7]cerning them. One of the Queflions is, 

' Whether no A^s of Councils are to be received as Concluding and 
Decifive^ for which there is not the Concurrence of the Major pari of the 
Paflors therein Concerned 1 

The Affirmative I can in no wife Concur with. I may fuppofe, that I 
have as much reafon to know what has been the pra6lice of thefe 
Churches, as moil Men now alive ; having been (however unworthy) in 
the Teaching Office among them for more than two and fifty years ; 
(which fo far as I underfland, no other Minifter now in New-England 
has) and affifting in many Councils of the Churches, in which I never 
knew but that the Concurrence of the Major part of the Delegates was 
Decifive : Nor was it ever declared, that one half of the Paflors in 
Synods (hould have a Negative on the whole Council ; nor Afferted, 
That Pallors have a greater Authority than Ruling Elders^ which is im- 
plied in the Queflion under Confideration. Shall we affirm, that if there 
fhould be a Council, confiding of ten Paflors, and ten Ruling [8] 
Elders^ and twenty Brethren, that if five of thefe Paflors perhaps un- 
fludied. Unexperienced Young Men did not Concur, notwithflanding 
the other five Paflors, Men of the greatefl Learning and Gravity, and 
all the ten Ruling Elders, and the twenty Brethren fully Concurred, yet 
that the A6t of the Council fhall be no A61 at all, becaufe the five 
Young Paflors did not Approve of it ; But this alfo is implied in the 
Queflion. My further Reafon for Non-concurrence therewith are thefe. 

I. In the Synod at yerufalem (the firfl and only Council of Churches 
mentioned in the Scripture) The Paflors there did not AfTume to them- 
felves a Negative over the other MefTengers ; therefore neither ought it 
to be fo now. It is clear, that not only Elders, but Brethren adled in 
that Council ; and that Brethren, and not Paflors only fhould be fent to 
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Synods, is acknowledged by us all. It has been difputed between Prot- 
eftants and FapiJlSy whether the Brethren, or Paftors only have a defini- 
tive Suffrage in Synods. Papijls are for Paflors only, and [9] so are 
our Prelatical Writers ; one of them lately giveth it for the definition of 
a Synod, That it is an AJfemhly of the Hierarchical Order in Confult 
for the Conduit of the Churches, But our moil Eminent Proteflant Di- 
vines maintain, that Ruling Elders and Brethren have equally a defini- 
tive Voice with the other ; and this they prove, becaufe it was fo in the 
Synod at yerufalem^ they argue ftrongly ; Why was the Caufe brought 
to the Brethren, and not to the Paflors only if they had not power to 
judge and to determine concerning the Queflion before them ? The 
Decrees of that Synod were fent to the Churches in the name of the 
Brethren^ as well as of the Apoflles and Elders. A6ls 15. 22. It pleafed 
the Apoflles and Elders^ with the whole Church to fend Chofen Men \ and 
ver. 23. They wrote Letters by them after this manner ; The Apoflles^ 
and Elders^ and Brethren^ fend greeting \ and ver. 25. It feetned good to 
us, viz. Brethren as well as Elders ; and ver. 28. Itfeemed good to the 
Holy Ghofl, and to us, to lay no greater burden than thefe necefjary things. 
The Council at Bajil would not admit of [10] the Pope's Superiority 
over the whole Council, as if the Council could not make a Valid Adl, 
if the Pretended Paflor over all the Churches did not Concur ; and they 
reafoned thus, (as I find our Proteflant Divines have done) that word 
Edoxe, which is tranflated, \t pleafed, or it feemed good to us (which word 
is ufed three times by the Synod at yerufalem) being fpoken not of 
Paflors only, but of others alfo ; it does evidently import, that thofe 
others, viz, the Brethren in the AfTembly had a Power of Judgment and 
Determination in the Queflion under debate. They in whofe Names the 
Synodal Decrees were fent to the Churches, had undoubtedly a fuffrage, 
and the right of a definitive Sentence in them. But this was done in 
the name of the Brethren, as well as of the Paflors. Now then, if the 
major Part of all thofe who have in common the power of a definitive 



i8 . 

Sentence Concurr, the A61 of the Council is Valid, and ought to be de- 
cifive. It has been obje6led, that in A^s i6. 4. 'tis said, that the Syno- 
dal Decrees were ordained by the Apojlles and Elders^ without any men- 
tion of [11] the Brethren, therefore it may fee'm that the Brethren had 
not a Vote therein. To this both Dr. Whitaker^ and our Learned 
Parker {e) Reply, that by a Synechdoche (very ufual in the Scripture) the 
Apollles and Elders, being a chief part of the AfTembly, are put for the 
whole, the Brethren being included, and are exprefly mentioned in the 
former Chapter. It is pad doubt that the Queftion was brought to the 
Multitude, AHs 15. 12, 13. (Gr. Pleihos unde Plebs) and they had their 
part in difputing and difcufling the Queftion then to be decided. Dr. 
Owen (/) fpeaks the truth, when he fays, that it is not neceffary that 
Paftors only (hould be delegated by the Churches, but may have others 
Joyned 7vith them) and had fo^ until Prelatick Ufurpation overturned tfieir 
Liberties ; therefore there were others bejides Paul and Barnabas fent from 
Antioch to Jerufalem, and the Brethren of the Church (fays the Do6lor) 
whatever is impudently pretended to the contrary^ [12] Concurred in the 
Decree and Determination there made, I fuppofe there are no Minifters 
in NeiV'Engiahd, excepting a Conformift or two, but what is in this, of 
Dr. Oiven's Judgment ; yet there are fome in the World will be ready to 
fay. Dr. Oiven was indeed a Man of great Learning, but he was an Inde- 
pendenty and wrote like himfelf ; But Dr. Whitaker Lived before the 
Name of Presbyterian and Independent was heard of ; yet he fpeaks in 
an higher ftrain than the other Do6lor has done. This Do6lor {g) 
fpeaking of the Synod at J^erufaiem, has thefe words. In hoc concilia 
quivis Laicus et Presbyter definitiviumfuffragium habuity non minus quam 
Petrus. In this Council (fays he) Every Laick and Presbyter had a de- 
finitive Suffrage no lefs than Peter. This was Dr. Whitaker s Judgment ; 
a Man of whom it was faid, that he was the Oracle of the Univerfity, 
and the Miracle of the World. 

(e) De Polit, Eccle/i Cap. 22. /. 396. 

(f ) Uhifuprap, 263. (g) De Confilijs Queji, 3. Cap, 3. /. 97. 
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2. When Paftors of Churches Convene in Synods, it is not their Paf- 
[i3]toral Office, but the Churches delegation, which gives them a right 
to be there. It was once difputed, whether the Bifhops have not a 
Negative on the Houfe of Lords, fo that there can be no Valid A6t of 
Parliament without their Concurrence. Mr. Bafhaw^ (a Learned 
Lawyer) proved they had not ; becaufe they did not Sit there by virtue 
of their Office, but of the Baronies which belonged to them. If then 
Pastors do not Sit in Council as Officers, but as Meffengers deputed by 
their Churches, they may not Claim a Negative, They would have no 
right to be in this or that Synod, if their Churches did not fend them. 
True it is, when a Council is Called for, the Churches ought to fend 
their Paftors, for they Ihould be, and often are, moft able to Judge in Ec- 
clefiaftical Affairs. The words in our Platform are thefe .- Becaufe none 
are^ oryhould be more Jit to know the State of the Churches^ nor to advife 
of ways for the good thereof than Elders ; therefore it is fit in the Choice 
of Mejfengers for fuch AJJemblies^ they havefpecial refpe^l to fucli, Never- 
[i4]thelefs, they do not Sit there as Paftors, Officers, Rulers. Dr. 
Owen fpeaks Judicioufly, and like himfelf in faying, That no Perfons by 
virtue of any Office meerly, have right to be Members *of Ecclefiaflical 
Synods asfuch ; neither is there Example or Reafon to give colour to any 
fuch pretence : Officers of the Church ought to be prefent in them, but meerly 
as fuch, tt belongs not to them. They who fay, this is pure Independent 
DoHrinCy difcover their own ignorance ; for Bullinger, Hyperius, Daneus^ 
Voetius, Vedelius, and Zeperus, who were no Independents, have faid as 
much as this amounts unto, which I have in another Difcourfe taken no- 
tice of. And hence it does not follow, that if Elders have a Negative 
Voice in their Particular Churches, which our Platform of Difcipline 
gives them ; Chap, lo SeSl, ii. that they have fo in Councils, becaufe in 
their Particular Churches they are Rulers, to whom Obedience is due. 
Heb, 13. 17. But in Synods they have no power of Rule. A Paftor 
when Sitting in Council, adls as a Church MeiTenger, and not as a 
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Church Officer; the Church does not [15] give more power to one of 
their Meffengers, than to another, a Presbyter^ a Deacon^ a Brother Sitting 
in the Synod is a Publick Perfon and Reprefentative of the Church, as 
well as the Fajlor, When a City fends to the Convention of the Na- 
tion a Senatour, and another who is not Veiled with any Civil Authority, 
to be their Reprefentatives, their Power in the Great Council of the 
Nation is Equal ; tho* when they are in their own City, one has a greater 
Rule and Authority than the oth^r. Qui (fays our famous Parker^ 
/. 391 and Dr. Whitaker) Ab Ecclefijs pariter delegantur^ Pares ejfedebent. 
Why (hould there not be a Parity in the Power, when there is a Parity 
in the Delegation ? there is great Reafon for it, Confidering that fome 
Brethren who are fent to Councils, are as able, and it may be, far more 
able to give Light concerning the Queftion to be difcuffed, than any 
Paflor there. In the famous Nicene Synod, the Great Athanafius was 
not then a Pallor, (Bifhops have appropriated that name to themfelves.) 
But a Deacon in the [16] Church of Alexandria, But what Paflor (of 
which there were more than 300 in that Council) did fo much Service 
for the Truth, in oppofition to the Arian Herefy, as Athanafius did ? 
who notwithftanding his being but a Deacon, was a great part of that Af- 
fembly. In the Synod at Dort, almoll an Hundred years fnice, fome of 
the Seniors (as they call their Puling Elders) did as Voetius (who was a 
Member of that Synod) tellifies more Service for the Truth againft the 
Arminian Remonjlrants, than fome of their Pallors did. We have feen 
in feveral of our own Churches, Brethren of far greater Learning and 
Abilities, than their Pallors. And fmce the power of Synods is only 
Confiiltative, what good reafon can there be given, why fuch (hould not 
have an Equal Vote with any other ? Si paria aut majora in Laicis 
dona rducent, Car non adhiberentur in Concilio Ecclefiajlico f fays Pullin- 
rer ; (*) If Laicks have Equal, or it may be, greater Gifts than Bilhops, 
why Ihould not their Votes in Synods be of [17] Equal Authority with 

♦ Bullinger de ConfUijs cap. 2. /. 137. 
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Others ? It is paft doubt, (as we (hall further (hew) that in the Ancient 
Councils there were Brethren as well as Fajiors, and thai the Decifion of 
the Quejlion was brought before them alfo, which implies an Equality of 
Power in their Suffrages. It has been objei^led, that this Principle will 
make way for Ignorant Mechanicks to Carry it in Synods againft their 
Learned Paftors. The Jefuit Saunders raveth at the Centuriators^ be- 
caufe they affirmed, (and mod truly) that in the Primitive Churches, 
others befides Clergy-Men were Members in Synods : He fays, that none 
but Mad-men will believe that Mechanicks fhould Sit in Council with 
Bijhops^ about Ecclefiaftical Affairs. But why not ? As for the name of 
Mechanicks^ altho' it is Contemptible with us, it is not fo in all Nations, 
It was not fo among the yews. The moft Learned Rabbi' ^ have not 
thought themfelves difhonoured by Learning (/) a Trade. In their 
Writings we read of Rabbi J^ofe, a Skinner ; Rabbi John a [i8] Shoe^ 
maker ; Rabbi J^ude a Baker, Rabbi Meir a. Scrivener. And we know 
that the Apodle Rauly noiwithftanding his being a great Scholar, had 
learned to be a Tent-maker ; and Aquila^ a man mighty in the Scrip- 
tures, was of the fame Craft. AHs i8. 3. It was frequent among the 
Minifters of Bohemia^ to be well skilled in fome Mechanical Operations, 
It is not then enough to Unqualify a Man for a Synod, that he is a Ale- 
chanick ; Nor are any Minifjers among us (altho' Prelatids are) of that 
Opinion ; Nor have I written this, as if I thought Every Brother in a 
Church, were fit to be Chofen a Member of a Council. Churches 
ought to be careful in that matter. If they fend Ignorant and Unquali- 
fied Perfons to be their Delegates^ the fault is in the Church that does 
fo, and not in the Principle, that has been maintained. The Judicious 
Author of a little Book, with the Title of, Puritanifmus Anglicanus^ af- 
firms, that it is no difparagement to a Church, if fome who Exercife Me- 
chanick Arts^ are Chofen Ruling Elders therein, provided they are Men 
of Underftanding, and of Exem[i9]plary Piety. Then why may not 

(i) Du 7r:L in Ails 9. 43. 
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fuch be Delegates of Churches. I (hall further add, that there are 
MechanickSy who altho' they do not Excel in that which is called Hu- 
mane Learning^ they are well Verftand Learned in the Scriptures, fpend- 
ing much time in Confulting thofe Oracles of God, and being Men of 
great Piety, and Excellent Natural Accompli(hments, they may be very 
Ufeful in Synods. Ecclefiaftical Hiftorians, give a Remarkable Account 
of what happened in the Nicene Synod, A Pious Old Man, who was no 
Clergy-Man, nor Exercifed in Philofophical Notions, by his plain dif- 
courfe did more towards the Convidtion of an Heretical Philofoher, 
than all the Learned Bifhops in the Council could do. 

3. Popery came in at this door, of Paftors afluming more to them- 
felves than belongs to them, and the Fraternities readinefs to part with 
what was theirs. The Famous Author of the Hiflory of the Council of 
Trent^ notwithflanding his being a Papift, has Aflerted as much as this 
comes to. Paflors did not at firft pretend unto a fole Authority^ nor yet 
wxiXo z. Negatlve\26\ in Synods,y>v/f/ the Begin?iing it was notfo; nor yet in 
the days of Cyprian (k) (who flourifhed A, D, 250.) Presbyters, Dea- 
cons, and other People were in his Synod ; and yet fourty years before 
him Origen (/) complained of Epifcopal Encroachments then becjinning. 
In a Synod which Convened at Rome^ by which Novatus was Con- 
demned, there were many Presbyters and Deacons. That Elders and 
Brethren, as well as Paftors, had in thofe days their Intereft in Ecciefiajii- 
cal Councils^ is fo'manifeft, that a late Epifcopalian cannot deny it; For 
in the year 270. there was a Synod Convened at Aniiochy to Compofe 
the Troubles there raifed by their Bifhop Paul ; In this Synod were 
feventy two Bifhops or Paftors. After they had Condemned the Here- 
tick Pauly for his Immorality, as well as Heterodoxy, they gave an ac- 
count of their proceedings in a Synodical Letter, dire6led to the then 
Bifliop of [21] PomCy and to others (m) 7i'hich Letter was ivritten not 

(k) Lib. 3. Cap. 10. has thefe words^ Prt^fente pUbis maxima parte. 

(1) Exod, Homill. 1 1. (m) See Mr. Echards Ecckfiajlical History, p. 432. 
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only in the Name of the Biftiops, but alfo of the Presbyters, Deacons and 
Laity, fays Mr. Echard, And in fome of the General Councils^ there 
were not only Paftors, but Elders and Laymen too (as they call them) 
who had their Suffrage in them. So it was in the Nicene Synod: Vitus 
and Vincentius^ who were not Paflors but Elders of the Church then in 
Rome, figned the A6ls of that Council ; and in that of Chalcedon there 
were many Laicks. I know Papifts and Prelates deny this, but the Tef- 
timony of Socrates and Eufebius, and others, have fufficiently proved it. 
Notwithflanding the Myftery of Iniquity began to work betimes ; It was 
a confiderable time before Biftiops did Monopolize all Synodal Power. 
The Ufurpation came in gradually, until at lafl none but Bifhops, who 
called themfelves Paflors, were thought worthy to be Members Conftitu- 
ent of Ecdefiaflical Councils, and of thefe there were fometimes [22] 
more than a good many. Bellarmine tells of a Council, (which he will 
have to be his tenth (n) General one) in which there were no lefs than a 
thoufand Biftiops. I mention not thefe things to refledt on any, only 
Confidering that Good and Faithful Paftors in the more Primitive 
Times, did unawares give a ftep toward Popery ; we ftiould be watch- 
ful againft any thing that may have the leaft Afpe6t that way. The 
Paftors in the Council at JVice (p) giving the precedency to the Bifliop of 
Rome, was a fatal thing. Before that was done, the Church of Rome 
(faith y£neas Sylvius) had but little Refpedt. 

4. The Affirmative does not agree with the Do6lrin'e of the moft Re- 
formed Churches at this day, Whether Presbyterian or Congregational ; 
If it had been thus Exprefled, no A<5t of the Council ftiall be decifive 
without the major part of the Elders, it had been [23] ftho* not juftifyable) 
yet lefs Exceptionable. But as it is now Exprefled, it makes Ruling 
Elders, as well as Brethren in Councils to fignifie very Little. When 

(n) Concilium Lateronfc. 

(p) Nicenum Concilijmn fedem Meretricis qua fuper feptem monies fedet prccparavit. 
V. Parker pot. Lib. /. 269. 
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the Scripture informs us that. the Synodal Decrees of the Council at 
Jerufalem were Confented to by the Elders \ our incomparable Parker 
obferves, that Ruling^ as well as Teaching Elders were Comprehended 
under that ExpreflTion. A Ruling Elder has not that Doilrinal Author- 
ity^ which a Pajlor has ; neverthelefs his Ruling Authority is Equal with 
the Paflors ; and when as Delegates they Sit in Synods, may have an 
Equal Power. Hence Sutliff^ (a Prelatick Proteflant) complains that 
the Synods of the Reformed Churches fend two Ruling Elders for one 
Paflor, and fo (fays he) the major part Carries it againfl their Payors, 
Under the Reforming Parliament in England^ there was a Presbyterian 
Provincial Synod, fettled at London (p) Confifling oftiuelve Miniflers, and 
twenty four Lay-Elders^ (as they were cal[24]led) A^s to be Valid which 
pafs by the Major part. Sir B. Whitlock^ in his Memorials, /. 23. in- 
forms us, that in the year 1638. It was Determined in Scotland^ that 
every Parifh fhould fend a Lay-man^ whom they called a Ruling Elder, 
to their National Synod, which fhould have Equal Power with the Min- 
ifter. The Reverend Mr. Walter Stuart^ in his Colle6lions concerning 
the Difcipline and Government of the Church in Scotland, informs us, 
that their General Assembly Confifts of Paflors and Ruling Elders ; and 
that in the beginning of the Reformation, the Number of Pallors were 
but the fourth part of the Aflembly. Their Ruling Elders are not 
Ordained with Impofition of Hands. He fays, that the Affembly is 
Null where no Ruling Elders are Commiflionated. He takes notice, 
that by the diredtions of the Englifli Parliament, Augufl 19. 1545. it is 
provided, that there be in all Aflemblies a Ruling Elder, and one Min- 
ifter. In the Ecclefiaflical Difcipline of the Reformed Churches in 
Prance, *tis declared, that in their Provincial Synods, the Pallor fhall 
brijig one or two El[25]ders with him ; and that if he Comes alone, he 
Ihall not be regarded ; that the Prefident in the Synod Ihall gather the 
Votes of every Particular, and declare the Major part ; and that Elders 

(p) See the Hiftory of the Four Lajl Reigns, p. 159. 
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deputed by the Chuxchts^Jhail have their Votes as the Pajlors. v. Chap. 
8./. 26, 27. So that in a Presbyterian Synod, an A6t may be valid, 
altho' the major part of the Pallors do not Concur ; nay, tho* not one 
Paftor does Concur in the Pafling of it. AVas not the National Kirk 
Aflembly in Scotland lately Over-ruled by the Ruling Elders therein. As 
for Congregationalijls they Concur with Mr. Parker, Dr. Whitaker, Dr. 
Voety and Dr. Owen ; that the Power which the Paftors have in Synods, 
is not meerly from their Office, but from the Miffion they receive from 
their Churches ; and confequently that there is a parity in the Power : 
And with this agrees our Platform of Church Difcipline, which makes 
the next Efficient Caufe of Synods to be the Miffive Power of the 
Churches, and fpeaks of the Churches fending their Elders and other 
Mejfengers ; which fuppofes that Elders in Synods are Confidered as [26J 
Meffengers, and not as Officers ; and that Synods may not Exercife any 
Church Authority, which, if they Sat there under the notion of being 
Veiled with Office-Power might be done. And that this was formerly 
the Judgment of Minifters in New-England, we may Conclude from M. 
Hooker^s Survey of Church- Difcipline, which had the Approbation of 
the Paftors then at New-Haven, Guilford, Milford, Stratford, Fairfield, 
and many others. Now Mr. Hooker {^) aflerts. That in Synods all have 
Equal Power, hecaufe equally Sent and Chofen ; and that none afl there as 
Officers, i. e. tho* they be Officers in their own Congregations, they are not fo 
here, but as Called. Here is no Ail of an Officer, becaufe the formal rea- 
fon of his being a Member of the Synod, is the Chuflng and Sending, 
And therefore they that are no Officers if fo Chofen, have a right to Vote ; 
and therefore they that are Officers, if not Sent, have no right of Voting. 
Thofe AHs which proceed in Common from Men without, as well as in Of- 
fice, thofe [27] cannot be AHs of Men in Office, when as all AHs of the 
Synod are performed by all the Members of the Synod, by Brethren as well 
as Elders, Thus fpeaks our Renowned Hooker, Nor do his Sentiments 

(q) Survey Pari 4, /. 47, 48, 52. 
5 
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differ from Polanus t who maintains, that all who are delegated from the 
Churches, has a Decifive Vote, and that Maflers of Schools, and others, 
who are not Paftors, may be Ele6led. The Tripart Hijiory teftifies, 
that there were Laicks in the Nicene CounciL 

It has been Objedled, that Mr. Cotton maintains, (r) that in the 
Synod of yerusalem^ the Authority of the Decrees fay chiefly^ if not oniy^ 
in the Apoflles and Elders, Some I hear have laid great weight upon 
this. I Ihall a little Confider it. i. Why ihould we be, AddiHi in 
verba ullius J^urare Magiflri ? Why ihould we Call any Man Mailer ? 
Mat, 23. 12. The Schol-men will now and then fay of their admired 
M after, Peter Lombard^ Hie Magifier non tendur, [28] Here we muft 
Crave Leave to Diflent from our Mafter. So if Mr. Cotton has hap- 
pened to drop a Notion, which does not well Suit with Congregational 
Principles^ which we take to be according to the Scripture, we are not 
bound to write after him. If the Opinion of Men were to decide the 
Queftion, there is as much reafon to fubmit to Dr. Ames as to any Man ; 
who fays, that others befides Paftors may have Authority in Eccleftaftical 
Councils, which is contrary to faying Paftors only have Authority. 2. Let 
his words be taken in a right fenfe, and I fliall fay as* my Venerable Fa- 
ther Cotton does. But there is an Ambiguity in the word Autliority, 
Sometimes it is taken for a Power of Pule and J^irifdi^ion, A Nega- 
tive Voice implies no lefs. No Conventions are faid to have Authority 
in a ftri6t fenfe, or a Power to impofe their A6ts on others, but fuch as 
have a yuridical Power, This cannot be Mr. Cotton's Meaning. For 
all Congregationalifls (of whom he was not the leaft) deny that S)mods 
have any fuch Power. This we fee in the Order of the [29] Congre- 
gational Churches (/) Publifhed in 1658. Our Neiv-England Platform 
declares, that a Synod cannot Exercife any A^ of Authority. The 
Prefidential Synod, AHs 15. (they fay) did not. The Scripture (faith my 

(t) Polan, Syntag, TheoL Lib, 7. Cap, 14. (r) In his Book of the Keys, p. 26. 

(f) The/, 26. 
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Learned -Tutor, Mr. Norton (/) does neither Exprejly^ nor by jujl Con/e- 
qtience mention Synodal Authority, When the Power of Synods is Called 
Authority^ the Exprejfion is improper^ their Power is only Ded/ive, not 
Authoritative, i. e. juridical. This he infifts on, and proves by Argu- 
ments not eafy to be anfwered. Which is alfo done by Dr. Goodwin (u) 
and by my Father. (70) In the Private Colloquies among the Churches 
in France, they allow Elders and Deacons to propofe their Opinions ; 
but (fay they) the Decifion of the DoHrine, is principally referved to the 
PaflorSy and to DoHors in Divinity. It is rational, that it (hould be fo, 
others being not ordina[3o]rily capable to Judge in abftrufe Controverfy. 
There is a Divine Authority belonging to Pallors, i Tim, 5. 17. I fup- 
pofe Mr. Cotton intended no more than this, that if the Brethren in the 
Council at yerufalem had Concurred in their Advice, if all the Elders 
and Apoflles had not Coucurred with thrm, their Decrees would have 
had little or no Authority. And who will fay otherwife ? Mr. Norton in 
his Catechifm, has this Queftion, What is the Power of a Council ? 
Anfw. To declare the Truth, not to Exercife Authority. Neverthelefs, 
in his Anfwer to Apollony^p, 118. He proves that the Sentence of a 
Council is to be Decifive. 3. The words in the Queftion very much 
differ from Mr. Cotton*s Aflertition. For he mentions Elders, when as 
the Queftion fpeaks of Paflors only, which has a Prelatick Afpe<5l. He 
allows as much Authority to Ruling Elders in Synods, as to Paftors, 
which the Queftion as Exprefled does not do, but is Exclufive as to 
their having a Negative on the A6ls of the Council. 4. Mr. Cotton 
fpeaks of Apoftolical Authority. The Power of the Apo[3i]ftles was 
greatei than ordinary Paftors may pretend unto. 

I have now done with the Firft Problem, There is another Queftion, 
which I am alfo defired to Exprefs my Thoughts concerning it, viz» 
Whether if an agrieved Perfon is notfatisfied with the Decifion of a former 

(t) Refponf. ad Apollo f I, Cap. 10. p, no, in. 

(u) 0/ Churck'Gavemment. (w) In his Anfiver to Mr, Rutherford. 
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Council^ there Jhall be another Convened^ which JJmll Conjijl offuch Pajlors 
asjhall be direHed to by the Minijlers of an AJfociatton, near to that whereto 
thofe of the former Council belonged, which the agrieved fhould accordingly 
apply themfelves to, and in this way expe6l a final Iffuel Here alfo I 
muft Enter my vehement Diflent : For, 

1. Churches or Perfons, whofe Cafe calls for a Council, ought not to 
have their Liberties Infringed, but they may, and ought to addrefe them- 
felves to fuch as from whom they may Expe6l the Cleared Light in the 
difficnlties before them. Why did the Church in Antioch go to the 
Church at yerufalem for Council, but becaufe they had reafon to think 
that there was the greateft Light. There were undoubtedly many other 
Churches nea[32]rer to them than that at J^en^falem; for the Synod did 
not meet there before the Year of Chrift 49, which was fixteen or feven- 
teen years after our Lord's Afcenfion. Within that time Chriftianity had 
wonderfully Increafed. The Difciples were called Chriflians fix years 
before that. Paul was Converted fourteen years before that, and had 
(as well as other Apoflles) fettled many Churches in Syria, which were 
not fo remote from Antioch as J^erufalem was ; why then would they go 
fo far as J^erufalem ? but becaufe they knew the mod able Counfellours in 
Church Affairs refided there, fome of the Apoflles efpecially, and thofe 
particularly who feemed to be Pillars, viz, Peter, yames, and yohn. It 
is fuppofed that >no other Apoflles, befides thefe were prefent in the 
Synod at yerufalem, 

2. Altho' ordinarily it is mofl proper, yet neverthelefs, it is not always 
neceffary nor proper for thofe who need Counfel, to addrefs themfelves 
to fuch as are nearefl to them. Antioch was about 260 miles diflant 
from y^erufaletn ; and yet for the reafon before[33]mentioned, with other 
Confiderations, they paffed by many Churches which were nearer to them, 
and went to J^erufalem, It is pofTible, that the nearefl Churches may 
be prejudiced, or pre-ingaged, and therefore not fo proper to be Con- 
cerned in a Council, as fome others more remote. Our Synod in 62 
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recommends a fpecial reference to Churches, which are by Providence 
in a convenient Vicinity, but ('tis faid) with Liberty referved to make ufe 
of others as the nature of the Cafe, or the advantage of opportunity may 
lead thereunto. 

3. It belongs not to Miniflers Authoritatively to dire6t or to irapofe 
upon any agrieved Perfons, to whom or to what Churches they (hall ad- 
drefe themfelves for Counfel. Efpecially 'tis improper for fuch Miniflers 
as have already been Concerned to nominate a future Council, who will 
be like to nominate fuch as they apprehend will Confirm what they 
themfelves have done. 

4. We have lately feen a miferably divided Church at Hull, very hap- 
pily rellored to Peace, by the blefling of God [34] on the Endeavours of 
a Council from Neighbour Churches ; which would not have been ob- 
tained, if the Method propofed in this Queflion had been followed. 

Thus have I impartially declared my Judgment on the Controverted 
Queftions. Whether the Arguments which fatisfie me, will fatisfie others, 
I mufl Leave with the Divine Providence : Some I believe will on Sec- 
ond Thoughts Change their Sentiments. I come now to that which was 
the main thing Inducing me to this Difquifition. I would not by what 
I have written be mifunderllood, as if I were difaffe6led to the Confoci- 
ation of Churches^ in order to the prefervation of the Faith and Order of 
the Gofpel profeffed by them. I know no man that has appeared in 
this Caufe more than I have done. For as to the Confociation of Churches^ 
agreeing among themfelves, that no new Churches fhall be owned by 
them, or Paflor Ordained or Depofed, or the like matters of Common 
Concernment done without the approbation of Neighbouring Paflors and 
Churches; I have more than once declared publickly my [35] Judgment 
concerning it, as that which is not only lawful, but abfolutely neceffary 
for the Eftablifliment of thefe Churches. The Light of natural reafon, 
as well as Scripture, teaches Churches in Common with other Societies, 
to Affociate and Combine for their Common Safety. This was pra6lifed 
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among the Churches, in the Primitive Times of Chriftianity ; and it is 
fo in mod of the Reformed Churches in Europe at this day. Some who 
are not Chriflians, have feen a neceflity of Confociating, to uphold the 
falfe Religion profefled by them. To fay nothing of many Modern In- 
(lances, A late Learned {x) Writer informs us, that fome Ages fince, 
there happened a great Contention among the yewijh Synagogues then 
in Franciy carried on by three Rabbins of Note among them, who were 
on that account Cafl out of their Synagogues, but others admitting them ; 
what had been done proved infignificant, until they came to a Confocia- 
fiony the Iflue whereof was, that the Beginners of [36] the Schifm were 
made uncapable of giving them any further Trouble. Now if the Chil- 
dren of this World (hall be fo wife in their Generation, as to Concur and 
Confent for the Upholding Superftition ; Why (hould not the Churches 
of Chrift (having the Countenance of his Word in their doing of it) with 
one Confent maintain the Faith and Order of the Gofpel ? Mr. Cotton 
would fometimes bewail the deficiency of the Churches in New-England 
in this particular ; and he did with great folemnity Recommend the Con- 
fideration of it to Mr. Mitchel (the famous Paftor of the Church in Cam- 
bridge) when he gave him the Right-hand of Fellowfliip at his Ordina- 
tion. And not long before he went to be among the Spirits of Jufl Men 
made Perfe6l, He drew up, Propofitions concerning the Confociation and 
Communion of Churches^ tendred to the Elders and Brethren of the 
Churches y for their Confederation and acceptance according to God. Which 
Propofitions falling into my Hands, I Publifhed them to the World above 
fourty years ago. The want of a [37] Church-Government has been ob- 
je6led to us, when as we have one gathered out of the Word of Gody by 
thofe Eminent Servants of his, who planted Churches in Neiv-England. 
What elfe is our Platform of Church- Difcipline f Our only want is an 
agreement to pra<5lice what has been our Profeflion ; which negle6t will 
in time endanger the Overturning our Church- Government, and our 

(r) Vitringa de Synag. 
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Churches too, and it may be introduce another Church-Government, not 
gathered out of the Word of God. In the Synod which met 2X Boflon^ in 
the year 1662. altho' there was not an Univerfal Concurrence in the 
Anfwer to the Firft Queftion, Concerning the Subjects of Baptifm, In an- 
fwer to ih^fecond quefiion about the Confociation of Churches^ there was a 
marvellous Unanimity ; not one Elder, nor fo much as two Brethren in 
all that Reverend Aflembly diflenting, which I am the better able to 
teftify, in that I was of that Synod ; which very few Men now Living 
were. Not one other that I know of Such an Unanimity, feems to be 
of God, and the Confideration of it (hould be of [38] weight with the 
Churches. The Paflors in this Province, did at a General Convention 
of them at Boflon^ May 30. 1700. Pafs the following Vote, To prevent the 
great mifchief to the Evangelical Interefls^ that may arife from the unad- 
vifed proceedings of People to gather Churches in the Neighbourhood, it is 
provided, that the Refult of the Synod, in 1662. relating to the Confociation 
of Churches may be Republifhed, with an Addrefs to the Churches, Intimat- 
ing our defires {and fo far as we are Concerned our purpofes) to fee that 
Advice carefully attended, and the irregular Proceedings of any People here- 
after contrary to that Advice, not Encouraged, This was the Vote which 
paffed at the mentioned Convention, When alfo he that writes thefe 
Lines, was defired to Addrefs the Churches accordingly. What has hith- 
erto retarded, I need not mention. I am now taking my Leave of 
the World, and of thefe Churches ; having been in a Publick Capacity, 
Serving Chrift and them (after a poor weak manner) for more than five 
above a jubilee of Years, I have been often thinking with my felf what 
I [39] Ihould Leave with the Lord's People in this Land as my Lafl 
Legacy, I have Confidered, that the Churches have now greater Caufe 
than formerly to be Concerned by Ecclefiaflical and Scriptural Met/wds 
to preferve the Faith and Order of the Gofpel, which has been delivered 
to them. A due attendance to what is from the Scripture declared in 
the Synod mentioned, with refpedl to the Communion and Confociation 
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of Churches, will, by the Bl effing of our Lord Jefus Chrift, be a good 
means to prevent Degeneracy, and to Eftablilh them in that holy Faith 
and Order of the Go/pel which has been profeffed and pradlifed among 
them ; and by which the Religious People in New-England^ have been 
diftinguifhed from other People. I have therefore Caufed thofe Synodal 
ConclufionSy to be Republifhed herewith, and recommend the confider- 
ation of them, and an agreement to pra6tife according to what is there 
determined, with a fteadfafl adherence to the Platform of Difcipline, as 
my Dying Farewel to the Churches in New-England. So will Neiv-Eng- 
land remain New-England. 

[40] The Synods Proportions concerning the Confociation of Churches, 
are here annexed. 

Quell. \ \ J Hether according to the Word of Gody there ought to be a 
V V Confociation of Churches^ and what fhould be the manner 
of itl 

Anfwer. The Anfwer may be briefly given in the Propofitions follow- 

ingf. 

I. Every Church or Particular Congregation of Vifible Saints in Gof 
pel Order y being furnifhed with a Presbytery ^ at leafl with a Teaching Elder^ 
and walking together in Truth and Peace^ hath received from the Lord 
Jefus y full Power and Authority Ecclefiaflical within it f elf regularly to 
Adminifler all the Ordinances of Chrifl \ and is not under any other Ec- 
clefiaflical JurifdiHion whatfoever. 

For to fuch a Church Chrifl hath given the Keyes of the Kingdom of 
Heaven^ that what they bind or loofe on Earthy [^i\fhall be bound or loofed 
in Heaveny Mat. 16. 19. and 18. 17, 18. Elders are Ordained in every 
Church, A<5ls 14. 23. Tit, i. 5. and are therein Authorized Officially 
to Adminifter in the Word, Prayer, Sacraments & Cenfures, Mat, 28. 
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19, 20. AHs 6. 4. I Cor. 4. i, 5. 4. 12. -^^j 20, 29. i 7/;w. 5. 17. 
and 3, 5. The reproving of the Church of Corinth^ and of the Aftan 
Churches feverally, imports they had Power, each of them within them- 
felves, to reform the Abufes that were amongft them, i Cor, 5. Rev, 2. 
14, 20. Hence it follows, Confociation of Churches is not to hinder the 
Exercife of this Power, but by Counfel from the Word of God, to dire6t 
and flrengthen the fame on all Occafions. 

2. The Churches of Chrijl do Jland in a Sijlerly Relation to each other ^ 
Cant. 8. 8 Being united in the fame Faith and Order, Eph. 4. 5. Col. 2. 
5. To walk by the fame Rule, Phil. 3. 16. In the Exercife of the fame 
Ordinances for the fame End, Eph. 4. 11, 12, 13. [42] i Cor. 16. i. Un- 
der one and the fame Political Head, the Lord yefus Chrifl, Eph, 1. 22, 
23, and ^, 5. Rev, 2. i. which Union Infers a Communion fuitable there- 
unto. 

3. The Communion of Churches is the faithful improvoment of the Gifts 
of Chrifl beflowed upon them, for his Service and Glory, and their mutual 
Good and Edification, according to Capacity and Opportunity, i Pet. 4. 
10, II. I Cor. 12. 4. 7. & 10. 24: I Cor. 3. 21, 22. Cant. 8. 9. Rom. 
I. 15. Gal. 6. 10. 

4. A6ls of Communion of Churches arefuch as thefe : 

1. Hearty Care and Prayer one for another. 2. Cor. 11. 28. Cant. 
8. 8. Rom, I. 9. Col. i. 9. Eph, 6. 18. 

2. To afford Relief by Communication of their Gifts in Temporal or 
Spiritual Neceflities, Rom, 15. 26, 27. AHs 11. 22, 29. 2 Cor. 8. i, 4, 14. 

3. To maintain Unity and Peace, by giving account one to another of 
their Publick A6tions, when it is orderly defired. AHs 11. 2, 3, 4,-1.8 
[43] 'y^ofh 22. 13, 21, 30. I Cor. 10. 32. and to ftrengthen one another 
in their regular Adminiftrations, as in fpecial by a Concurrent Tefti- 
mony againfl Perfons juilly Cenfured. A^ 15. 41. 6* 16, 4, 5. 2 Tim. 
4. 15. 3 Thef 3. 14. 

4. To feek and accept help from, and give help unto each other. 

6 
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1. In Cafe of Divifions and Contentions, where the peace of any 
Church is difturbed. AHs 15. 2. 

2. In matters of more than ordinary Importance, \Pr(yv. 24, 6. 6- 15. 
22] as Ordination, Tranflation, and Depofition of Elders, and fuch like, 
2 Tim. 5. 22 

3. In doubtful and difficul Queflions and Controverfies, Do6lrinal or 
Pradlical,, that may arife, A^s 15. 2, 6. 

4. For the re6tifying of Male-adminiftrations, and healing of Errors 
and Scandals, that are unhealed amongft themfelves, 3 ydkn v. 9, 10. 
2 Cor. 2. 6,— II. I Cor. 15. I^ev. 2. [44] 14, 15, 16. 2 Cor. 12. 20, 
21. and 13. 2. Churches now have need of help in like Cafes, as well 
as Churches then. Chrift's Care is dill for whole Churches, as well as 
for Particular Perfons ; and Apoflles being now Ceafed, there remains 
the duty of Brotherly Love, and mutual Care and Helpfulnefs incumbent 
on Churches, efpecially Elders for that End. 

5 In Love and Faithfulnefs, to take notice of the troubles, difficul- 
ties, Errors and Scandals of another Church, and to adminifter help, 
(when the Cafe manifeftly calls for it) tho' they (hould fo negledl their 
own good and duty, as not to feek it. Exodti^, 4, 5. Prov. 24. 11, 12. 

6. To Admonifh one another, when there is need and caufe for it ; 
and after due means with patience ufed, to withdraw from a Church or 
Peccant Party therein, obftinately perfifting in Error or Scandal ; as in 
the Platform and Difcipline (Chap. 15. SeB. 2. Partic. 3. is more at large 
[45] declared. GaL 2. 11, 14. 2 The/. 3. 3. 6. Pom, 16. 17. 

5. Confociation of Churches is their Mutual and Solemn Agreement 
to Exercife Communion in fuch A<5ls as aforefaid among themfelves, with- 
fpecial reference to thofe Churches, which by Providence are planted in 
a Convenient Vicinity, tho* with liberty referved without Offence, to 
make ufe of others, as the nature of the Cafe, or the advantage of Op- 
portunity may lead thereunto. 

6. Communion of Churches in this Country having fo good opportu- 
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nity for it, it is meet to be Commended to them, as their duty thus to 
Confociater For, 

1. Communion of Churches being commanded, and Confociation 
being but an Agreement to pra<5life it, this muft needs be a duty alfo. 
Pfal, 119. 106. Neh, 10. 28, 29. 

2. Paul an Apoflle fought with much labour the Conference^ Concur- 
rence and Right-hand of FellowJJiip of [46] other Apoflles : and Ordinary 
Churches and Elders have not lefs need each of other, to prevent their 
running in vain. Gal. 2. 2, 6, 9. 

3. Thofe General Scripture Rules touching the need and ufe of Coun- 
fel, and help in weighty Cafes, concern all Societies and Polities, Eccle- 
fiaflical as well as Civil. Frav, 11. 14. &* 15. 22. 6- 20. 18. &* 24 6. 
Eccl. 4. 9, 10, 12. 

4 The Pattern in Afls 15. holds forth a Warrant for Councils, which 
may be greater or lefs as the matter (hall require. 

5 Concurrence and Communion of Churches in Gofpel Times, is not 
obfcurely held forth in Ifa. 29. -23, 24, 25 Zeph, 3. 9. i Cor, 11 16 & 

14- 32, 36 

6 There has conflantly been in thefe Churches a profeffion of Com- 
munion, in giving the Right-hand of Fellovvfhip at the Gathering of 
Churches, & Ordination of Elders, which importeth a Confociation, and 
obligeth to the pra6lice thereof; without which we fhould want alfo an 
Ex[47]pedient and fufficient Cure for Emergent Church Difficulties and 
Differences, with the want whereof our way is charged, but unjuilly, if 
this part of the Do6trine were truly pra6lifed 

7, 77ie manner of the Churches Agreement herein, or Entring into this 
Confecration, may be by each Churches' open Confenting to the things here 
declared, in anfwer to thefecond Queflion, as alfo to whatis faid thereabout 
in Chap. 15. 6- 16. Of the Platform of Difcipline, with reference to other 
Churches in this Colony and Country, as in Prop. 5 th is before Expreffed, 

8. The manner of Exercifing and praHifing that Communion, which 
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this Confent or Agreement fpeciaily tendeth untOy may be, by making ufe oc- 
cafionally of Elders or able Brethren of other Churches, or by the more 
folemn Meetings of both Elders and Meflengers in lefs or greater Coun- 
cils, as the Matter fhall require. THE END. 



ERRATA. 
T N the Preface p. lo. line 6. read with the p. 3. 1. 20 f. Arabia^ r. Antioch, p. 13. 1. 
-*■ 8. f. Bajkaw^ r. Bagjhaw, p. 18 1. 8. f. of r. in p. 10 r. Occupations, p. 24. L 23. 
r. 1645. 
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Advertifement. 

THere is now in the Prefs, and will fpeedily be Publilhed, a Book, 
Entituled, An Alarm to Unconverted Sinners. In a Serious Trea- 
tife : Shewing, i. What Converfion is not, and corredling fome Miftakes ^ 
about it. 2. What Converfion is, & wherein it confifleth. 3. The Ne- 
ceflity of Converfion. 4. The Marks of the Unconverted. 5. The 
Miferies of the Unconverted. 6. Directions for Converfion. 7. Mo- 
tives to Converfion. Whereunto are annexed divers Pra6lical Cafes of 
Confcience Judicioufly Refolved. By Jofeph Alleine, late Minifter of 
the Gofpel at Taunton in Somerfetfhire. 

Printed for, and Sold by Nicholas Boone, at the Sign of the BIBLE 
in ComhilL 
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